REMARKS 

The issues outstanding in the Final Rejection are the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 and 103. 
Reconsideration of these issues, in view of the following discussion, is respectfully requested. 

At the outset, the Examiner is thanked for indicating that claims 1-5 and 16-22 are allowed 

(see page 7 of the office action). 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 112 

Claims 14 and 15 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 
Reconsideration of this rejection is respectfully requested. It is argued, at page 2 of the Office 
Action, that claims 14 and 15 are indefinite as it is not understood to what the inlet is "tangential." It 
is respectfully submitted to be evident from Figure 2 that inlet (10) is tangential to the longitudinal 
axis of the elongate closed chamber. See also the specification at page 7, lines 20-21 and page 5, 
lines 16-20, teaching that the tangential inlet introduces the slurry feed in a manner so as to induce it 
to rotate about the longitudinal axis. Withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 is therefore 
respectfully requested. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 103 

The Office Action has indicated that claims to the process are allowable. Moreover, the 
Office Action has indicated that claims 17 and 18, drawn to the assembly wherein the elongated 
closed chamber is stationary, are also allowable. Accordingly, independent assembly claim 6 has 
been modified in order to indicate that the elongated closed vessel fomis a stationary chamber. 
Dependent claims 17 and 19 have been canceled, as being superfluous. It is thus respectfully 
submitted that the assembly claims are now all patentable. Withdrawal of the rejection is therefore 
respectfully requested. 

Entry of the foregoing amendments is respectfully requested. It is submitted that the 
amendments to claims 14 and 15 could not have been earlier presented, inasmuch as the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 112 was made, /or the first time, in the present Final Rejection. There was no 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 in either the initial non-final Office Action, or the previous Final 
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Rejection of August 16, 2007, which was superceded by the present Office Action. Accordingly, 
entry of the amendment is proper, and is respectfully requested. 

Moreover, the remaining amendments merely limit the claims to allowable subject matter. 
As a result, entry is appropriate, and respectfully requested. 

The claims of the application are submitted to be in condition for allowance. However, if the 
Examiner has any questions or comments, he is cordially invited to telephone the undersigned at the 
number below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees associated with this response or 
credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 13-3402. 


Respectfully submitted, 
/Harry B. Shubin/ 


Harry B. Shubin, Reg. No. 32,004 
Attorney/ Agent for Applicant(s) 

MILLEN, WHITE, ZELANO 

& BRANIGAN, P.C. 
Arlington Courthouse Plaza 1, Suite 1400 
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